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Tht Library. showing the way in which the divisions of the dass, Religion, are split up. First of all, we have the class number 200, covering works on Religion in general. The general works, permitting no further classification by topic, are then conveniently sorted into certain " form " divisions, signified by the digits, one to nine, in the unit's place, and easily distinguished from the section digits by being preceded by a cypher, thus showing that the works are general, not specific. Then we have the nine divisions, each sub-divided into its nine sections.
The merits of the classification for library purposes lie not so muck in the classification itself-while, taking the classification as a whole, these are great, they are not overwhelming; indeed, in certain subjects the classification is positively poor 1 -but in its altogether admirable mechanism. Its simple Arabic numerals, its decimal base, its ingenious use of the cypher, &c, and particularly its Relative Subject Index-these are the characteristics which have won it its present commanding position in the library world. Even since I last addressed you on this subject it has forged ahead, and many public libraries in this country are now using the system in their reference departments, and the number of such libraries will undoubtedly increase as its merits become more widely known. For that reason it does not seem presumptuous to hope that a plain account of the working of the system in the reference department of my own library-the public library of Peterborough-may not be without a certain value to some of my brother librarians, especially as I have received gratifying evidences that a former paper, 1 describing more particularly its working in our lending department, has been found of use. If I seem to go into unnecessary detail you must forgive me, but I prefer to risk the charge of being too explicit, rather than the charge of not being explicit enough. Before I finish I shall have a few words to say on the Dewey classification for open lending libraries.
I will begin with the card catalogue.
The diagram now shown is a copy of a framed notice attached to our card catalogue cabinet. It contains a brief explanation of the system of the catalogue, and affords the best introduction to the more detailed description to follow.
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PETERBOROUGH PUBLIC REFERENCE LIBRARY. CARD CATALOGUE. THIS catalogue is consulted by turning over the cards with the tips of the fingers.
It is in three parts.
A SUBJECT INDEX. This contains a list of
Subjects only, alphabetically arranged, with the <-la«^ numbers answering thereto. It refers to the correspondingly numbered cards of the Subject Catalogue, and to the books on the Open Shelves.
A SUBJECT CATALOGUE. In this the cards, bearing the book entries, are arranged in the numerical order of their class numbers, and cards bearing the same class number are then arranged alphabetically by Authors.
To use the Subject Catalogue.
-First obtain the class number of the Subject you want from the Subject Index, and then turn up the cards bearing that class number in the Subject Catalogue; on these will be found entered the works in the Library on the Subject desired.
3. An AUTHOR CATALOGUE. This contains all the works in the Library arranged in one alphabet of Authors' names. Anonymous works are entered under the first word, not an article, of the title.
To ascertain if any given work is in fh* Library.-Look under the Author's name in the Author Catalogue. If not there, the work is not in the Library.
«9" Unless a book is notified as on the OPEN SHELVES, a Reader's Ticket, giving class number, Author and Title, and Reader's Name, must be filled up, and presented at the desk, before it can be obtained for perusaL
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The Library.
This diagram shows the form in which the subject entries are written. a cross-reference. The book is Miller's Testimony of the Rocks, and its class number is 215, Religion and Science, a section of 2io, Natural Theology. The class number is written on the top line of the card on the left, and the name of the Author on the same line on the right. The title of the book and other particulars follow beneath. Any size letter, or a letter or mark signif/ing a special collection or room, precedes the class number. You wil 1 -ee an example of this in the next diagram. 1 no,, turn to the second card shown, which is an example of a cro;-. Terence. The reference in question is from 550, Geology : ie class number 550 is, therefore, written on the left of the top une of the card, and then, after the word see, comes the class number of the book, which is, as we already know, 215, the book being classed and shelved in 215, Religion and Science, and only referred to from 550, Geology. This is not precisely the form of cross-reference recommended by Dewey, who, as far as I recollect, uses the phrase, "550 in 215"-writing " in " in place of " see." The phrase, " 550 in 215 " may be made to bear a less abracadabracal character by expanding it thus-[the subject] 550 [is treated of] in [a book placed in] 215. It amounts, of course, to the same thing, though "see " is perhaps simpler, and has the advantage of according with the usual catalogue phraseology.
In this diagram I will ask you to direct your attention to the upper card only, for a moment or two. Like the others, it is 
Punched here.

Miller, H. ai5
Testimony of the Rocks : Geology in its Bearings on the Two Theologies, Natural and Revealed. IL '57.
Punched here.
a subject entry, but it illustrates one or two special points. The small letter " q " before the class number indicates that the book is a quarto. The words, " Open Shelves," below the entry, mean that the book will be found on the shelves open to the public. The words are written in full in preference to an abbreviation, on the generally received principle, that abbreviations, except of the most obvious nature, should be avoided in card catalogues.
There is another little point worth mentioning, perhaps. When a Library has an open collection, it should, of course, contain just those books (whatever else it may contain besides) which are constantly in demand, the sort of book which is par excellence the "reference" book. I have seen a library-not the only one perhaps-where the open shelves were a sort of lumber room, into which all kinds of " odds and ends," would appear to have found their way, scourings of the library, which no up-todate librarian would ever think of putting there, and no up-to-date reader would ever even dream of consulting. This is not, in any real sense, an application of the open shelf system, but of the very much "open to question" system-and foredoomed to failure. This by the way. I was going to observe, that where the shelf space available for the open collection is all utilised, and the collection is therefore about stationary, as far as additions to it are concerned, books will constantly have to be abstracted from the open and placed on the' private shelves, to make room for newer or more useful works, i.e., if the speciality of the collection, as containing the cream of the most generally useful works in the library is to be maintained. This especially applies to bound up journals and reviews, of which the oldest volumes of the sets on the open shelves will disappear therefrom in rotation, to make room for the newest. In these cases the words, "Open Shelves,"should be written on the cards in pencil, so that when the time comes for transferring them from the open to the private shelves, the pencil can be rubbed out, and no marks left on the cards.
Turning now to the lower of the two cards shown, you will not need to be told that it exemplifies' the mode of author entry. Here the author's name is written on the left, in place of the class number of the subject entry, which is written on the right. There is nothing out of the ordinary in the-author entry, so we will pass on.
In this, and the following diagram, are shown two examples of the guides used in the subject catalogue. We use two descriptions of guides-class and division guides, i.e., those which separate the classes, and those which separate the divisions. There are ten of the class guides, and ninety of the division guides, to represent the complete classification, but few libraries will require to use them all. These class and division guides only differ in respect of the class numbers and tabular matter on the cards ; there is no difference in shape or size. The example on the screen is a class guide. The class number-200-and the subject-Religion-are given on the projecting piece, and two tables fill the card below. The table on the left gives the form divisions, a note in brackets stating that these form divisions are " For general works only." A second table on the right gives the subject divisions of the class Religion-nine in number, and making with the general class division, the orthodox ten.
Following the class guide, we have an example of the guide used for the noting of the divisions. This contains the class number-210-and the subject-Natural Theology-on the projecting piece, and a table of the sections on the card.
These guides have their projecting pieces running alternately right and left, the even divisions, 200, 220, &c., on the right, and the odd divisions, 210, 230, &c, on the left.
We do not, I may say, purchase our guides; we make our own. They are not only cheaper, but, I think, better than the purchased guides; at all events, we prefer them. They are easily made, and consist of the ordinary catalogue card, with a projecting piece added. The construction of the guide will be at once understood from an inspection of this diagram, which is almost self-explanatory. A is a piece of linen card; its dimensions are about 2 inches by i£. A line is drawn on A, about | of an inch from one of the narrower ends, and along this, A is creased, the crease forming a sort of hinge, and the linen preventing the flap from parting company with the rest of A. A is then fastened with Higgins 1 Library Mucilage-a splendid adhesive -face downwards to the back of an ordinary catalogue card, a little distance from one end, in such a manner that the flap, or that portion of the face of A which is above the crease, shall be seen above the edge of the catalogue card when viewed from the front. This is the guide. The class number and subject are written, or better, cut out from a printed table of the Dewey divisions, and pasted on the flap, and the tabular matter, from the same source, on the card.
A very neat and serviceable alphabetical guide may be made, by taking a small strip of that imitation parchment sold especially for mending music, doubling it, and pasting it astraddle of a catalogue card, leaving a portion of the strip free of the card. The letter is written in a printing hand on the parchment flap thus formed.
These card catalogue guides are not mere makeshifts, but serviceable guides, possessing, in the flexibility of the projecting pieces, a distinct advantage over the purchased guides, the projecting pieces of which-at least, those I have seen-are rigid-a mistake.
Having shown you our mode of making the subject and author entries in the card catalogue, there is only left to be described the Index of Topics, which is the key to the subject catalogue. The three entries on the screen are the Index entries, covering Miller's Testimony of the Rocks. We write the main heading on the top line of the card to the left, and the secondary heading on the line below, a little to the right. Then comes the class number at the end of the second line.
Geology general. 550
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Religion and Science. 215
Pvncktdktrt.
Science Religion and. 315
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In some libraries the Index of Topics is kept in the form of a manuscript volume, as at Aberdeen; " the entries"-I am now quoting from a letter written me by Mr. Minto, the sublibrarian at Aberdeen, in answer to my enquiries-" being in alphabetical order, with a second column, alongside the first entry column, for additions. Then the Dewey reference number, given before each entry, directs to a shelf catalogue, which lies [in company with the Index] on the counter. The defect of this plan," Mr. Minto goes on to say, " is that, as your entries accumulate, your book gets filled, and you have to rewrite the whole." But this is not the only objection to this form of Index. I do not quite see how one gets the original alphabetical arrangement of subjects, unless one writes them first on slips, and then, when the cataloguing of the whole library is completed, copies the alpabetised entries into a volume. On the whole, and especially in rapidly growing libraries, and in libraries open to the public during the time they are being catalogued, I think it will be found more satisfactory to keep the Index of Topics on cards.
This diagram shows our system of numbering the books. The class numbers are written on the upper part of the labels, and the books are shelved entirely by these numbers, which are thus both class and location numbers in one. This is the " movable location "-all others are pseudo. The shelf numbering system, commonly called " movable," and so described in Greenwood, is not a movable location-at any rate, if a movable location is one that moves. It is said in Greenwood that " By this system [of shelf numbering] books are not tied to any shelf in the library, so that any author or subject can be kept together, or moved about, to suit any requirement, whether of space or convenience, without in any way affecting aught, save the shelf number inside the book itself, and the location book, which can easily be altered." 1 Quite so; these two numbers "can easily be altered " ; but till this alteration takes place, the location is fixed-if not absolutely, at least to the shelf. Whereas,, when the books are shelved by class number only, shelf numbers being wholly dispensed with, complete relative fixity of location is secured, with perfect flexibility as regards the shelves. And the books are constantly on the move, because any addition to the library may alter the absolute location of one or several books. To reduce these displacements to a minimum, spaces for additions are left at the ends-of the shelves.
The small letters preceding the class numbers of two of the books are size letters. The two small books on the right, Spon's Workshop Receipts, being octavos-everything is considered octavo which is below quarto-have no size letters preceding their class numbers. Then comes a volume of Chambers's Encyclopedia, which has " q," for quarto, in front of its class number; and, then, Jones' Grammar ofOrnament, which has " f," for folio, similarly placed. You will notice that the letters are written smaller than the class numbers which they precede. This is to differentiate them clearly from the class numbers. The placing of the size letters in front of the class number is not in accordance with the instructions of Mr. Dewey, 1 nor with general practice. Mr. Dewey places the size letters in front of the book or author number-the reason of this lying so far below the surface that I have not been able to discover it; whereas the reason for placing them in front of the class number is so much on the surface, that it is astonishing how the contrary practice should ever have obtained. For consider. No one would ever think of saying twenty four one hundred, for one hundred and twenty-four; yet, to put size letter after class number is to perpetrate a similar cart-before-the-horse sort of arrangement. As I observed in my former paper on " Classification in Public Libraries " :-" The size letter should come before the class number, for the same reason that the class number comes before the book number, because a book is shelved first by its size letter (if any); then by its class number; and, finally, by its book number." The view then expressed has commended itself to some users of the Dewey system in this country, who have followed Mr. Dewey's plan of associating the size letter with the book or author number; but who recognise, with me, that its proper place is before the class number. The matter is not a very important one, perhaps, but it has its importance ; and, as Michael Angelo saidor did not say; it is sufficient he is said to have said!-it is trifles make up perfection, and perfection is no trifle.
Beneath the class numbers, and occupying the remainder of the labels, are written the first three letters of the Authors' names. These are, in the books before you, SPO, for Spon; CHA, for Chambers; and JON, for Jones. Books on the same subject are thus shelved alphabetically by Authors. We do not employ any author number, preferring to write the letters directly. It is simple, and answers every purpose. Our American confrhra do not think so, and have been at great pains to invent ingenious systems of author numbers, by which names are translated-or, rather, partially translated, for the initial letters are retained-into figures. Why ? " Great practical mnemonic convenience results from this peculiar form of book number," we are told; but one of the reasons for translating the letters into figures would appear to be, that they may be retranslated into letters again-by consulting the Now, no one recognises more readily than I do the debt we English librarians owe to our professional brethren over the water. It is not true, we are assured, that they invented the card catalogue; but if they had never given us anything else than the decimal classification-and, in this department alone, they have given us many schemes of classification, far superior, I think, to anything we have evolved-they would be entitled to our gratitude; but in their translation systems of author numbers, they have invented an elaborate machinery to accomplish something which is better accomplished without any machinery at all. This would seem to be a characteristic tendency of the American mind. Take some of the author numbers given in the " Catalogue of the ' A.L.A.' Library" -those "bewildering hieroglyphics" and "cunning cryptograms " of Messrs. Quinn and Brown -who, by-the-bye, in the same paper in which they so stigmatise these numbers, present us with such a transparently, and even ostentatiously, simple symbol as Bibaaic. This is the author number for one of Mrs. Ewing's works : jEwsmi; and this for one of Browning's : B822a. I admit that there are shorter examples than these; and I admit, also, that these numbers point out, with mathematical precision, the exact places of the books; but what I do not admit is, that there is any necessity whatever for pointing out the exact places. At the Nottingham Public Library they keep the books in alphabetic order in classes without any author symbols at all; nor is there really any absolute necessity for any. One advantage gained by dispensing with author numbers, is that there is only one location mark which need be given in the catalogue, and that is the class number. The author's name supplies the remaining information necessary to find the book.
When I last addressed you on this subject, we stored our pamphlets away in boxes, but now we do better than that-we bind them. This, of course, has always been recognised as the ideal method, as it enables every pamphlet to be treated individually, and shelved in its proper place among the books, but the expense of this treatment has hitherto put its adoption beyond the reach of the large majority of public libraries-perhaps of all. I say hitherto, for now Messrs. Fincham & Co.-I don't know whether any other firm does it, but I think not-supply a very neat octavo pamphlet cover, into which the pamphlet may be either stitched or gummed, for one penny. If any librarian present has not seen the cover, he ought to feel grateful to me for introducing to him such an economical and satisfactory solution of the question, What shall we do with our pamphlets ? The photograph on the screen shows a cover before use, with its two gummed paper flaps ready to receive the pamphlet; and a cover containing, bound up, Morier's Local Government in England and Germany. There is one improvement which ought to be made in these covers, otherwise so admirably simple and neat. The gummed flaps should be made of transparent paper. As it is, they are opaque, with the result that when, as must often occur, they encroach on the printed matter on the cover of the pamphlet itself, they hide it. This is the more serious, inasmuch as a great many pamphlets have no title-page apart from the cover. This drawback remedied, and pamphlet boxes will, it seems pretty safe to prophesy-if the rile of the prophet ever is a safe one-be in large measure discarded for the ever-so-much-more convenient pamphlet cover.
This, and the diagram to follow, are concerned with the open shelves.
The one before you is a copy of a notice, placed by the shelves, and containing a brief explanation of the method of arrangement, and a couple of injunctions, one of which, the injunction " not to replace any books," calls for a remark in passing. It is convenient in two ways. Primarily, of course, it is intended to prevent books being put back into places where they have no business rb be, by well-intentioned, but careless or incompetent readers. It has the secondary advantage of enabling you to gauge the use which is made of the books.
This diagram exhibits some of the books on the open shelves, and the system of shelf-labelling. We use the Bureau label holders, and write the class number in the centre of the upper half of the card, and the subject beneath.
As abhor statistics-as much as our other reference books, and our losses from theft or mutilation have, so far, been nil. And the same or a similar tale is toldjby Cambridge, and other public libraries, where open shelves are-and in some cases, as at Cambridge, have been for long-an institution. And these results were to be expected, for I hold it, with others, as a general principle, that you increase the usefulness of books in a library, precisely in that ratio that you increase their accessibility to those for whom the books are intended.
PETERBOROUGH PUBLIC REFERENCE LIBRARY.
OPEN SHELVES.
NOTICE TO READERS.
THE books on these shelves are arranged NUMERICALLY by their CLASS NUMBERS, and books bearing the SAME class numbers are then arranged ALPHABETICALLY by AUTHORS.
QUARTOS have the letter " Q" before their class numbers, and are shelved in a separate " Q " series.
Readers are requested NOT TO RETURN ANY BOOKS TO THE SHELVES, but, when done with, to close them, and leave them on the table.
Readers are earnestly requested to use these books WITH CARE.
Closely related to the question of open shelves in reference libraries, is the more burning one of their adoption in lending libraries. On this subject a good many librarians hold strongindeed, very strong-opinions, one way or the other. And nothing has been more gratifying, in the course of the controversy that has taken place upon open lending libraries, than the extreme courtesy, and moderate and unprejudiced spirit, with which some of the combatants have urged their views upon the public. I suppose, by this time, most of us have made up our minds upon the pros and cons of the open system, and are probably a little tired of the discussion. At the risk of boring you, however, I will make just one or two remarks on this subject.
The first remark which it occurs to me to make is this, that in those cases in which we are told that the open system has been tried, and has been found a failure, it is quite possible that the failure may be due, not to any defect in the principle of open access itself, but to the faulty system upon which it has been applied.
Another thing which must strike the impartial observer, is the painstaking research, on the part of some of the opponents of open access, which is evidenced by the out-of-the-way, and!-if I may be allowed the expression-who'd-have-thought-it nature of some of the objections advanced. As, for instance, the strain on the eyesight of borrowers hunting for books in dark corners. Of which it may be said, that if the strain on the eyesight is as great as the strain on the risible faculties of those to whom this, and other arguments akin to this, are addressed, the matter is a serious one.
Personally, I have had no experience in open access. But in the principle of open access I firmly believe; and, as to the possibility of practically applying it, without thereby introducing such disadvantages as shall counterbalance its advantages-that is another question, upon which I am open to conviction; if, indeed, I am not already convinced. Nevertheless, I can quite understand the position of those who, while admitting the desirability of open access in itself, believe that its adoption is attended with more evils than the-in itself-less desirable system of-what is it ?-" closed " access, which generally prevails. But when we are gravely assured that a catalogue-a good catalogue-is not merely a substitute for the books themselves, but is positively better, more educational, and so forth, than an actual handling of the books, for my own part, I can only reply in a phrase more eloquent than polite-tell that to the marines. Nobody takes a larger view of the place of the catalogue in the library economy than I; but, surely, this is making the catalogue into a fetish, or something very like it. A catalogue, at best, is only a means to an end ; and that end is the bocks. Some librarians talk about the catalogue, as if the library were chiefly valuable as affording the raw material and raison cTHre for its production; it is catalogue first, and books afterwards. Some day, when, as predicted by Mr. Gilbert, catalogues become so interesting and extensive that the public won't want to read anything else, it will no longer be necessary to have any books at all, and these gentlemen will be happy.
Coming to more practical matters, I would submit that the Dewey classification is peculiarly suitable for open lending libraries. I am aware that Messrs. Quinn and Brown have formulated a classification specially intended for the open system j 1 but I fail to see in what particular it is superior for that purpose to the Dewey classification ; and, certainly, in some important particulars, it is decidedly inferior.
The Dewey system has greater simplicity of symbol than the Quinn-Brown. The Dewey symbols are straightforward, numerical quantities; the Quinn-Brown symbols are a puzzling mixture of numbers and letters alternately-surely the most complex notation one can have. I am aware that the QuinnBrown classification is only intended for the staff; but why this unnecessarily complex notation, and wherein its peculiar suitability to open access ?
The Dewey classification can, of course, be used along with a shelf number, and in that case, it would be for staff use only, the public having nothing to do with it. The one objection to shelving by the Dewey numbers alone in an open lending library is the liability to misplacement, but would the public misplace to such a serious extent as to nullify the very great advantages of this arrangement ? Could they not be educated up to the system ? I paid a visit some time ago to the Bishopsgate Institute, where they have open access, but do not place any numbers or labels on the backs of the books at all. And yet, with perhaps the largest issue in London, their misplacements, I am informed, are little, if any, in excess of those of other open lending libraries, where elaborate systems of checks are in operation. If these checks could be shown to be unnecessary, one of the great objections of the anti-open-accessists (excuse the word) would be met. At any rate, I think if I were starting a library on the open access system, I should be disposed to give the system of location by class numbers a trial.
In concluding this paper, I would like it to be understood, that I do not suppose that the methods herein described are necessarily the best. I shall be very glad to learn better methods from other librarians who have adopted the Dewey classification in their reference libraries. And if this paper does nothing else than serve the purpose of an incitement to other and abler members of our profession than I, to give the benefit of their experiences to the Association, it will have filled a by no means insignificant sphere of usefulness.
L. STANLEY JAST.
DISCUSSION.
Mr. H. GUPPY (Sion College Library) : Having had some five years' experience in the working of a system of shelf classification, which is closely allied to, and is based upon, that of Mr. Dewey, I should like to endorse and supplement some of Mr. Jut's appreciative remarks. Most librarians are ready to admit that in all libraries some sort of shelf classification is desirable, and those who have had the opportunity of testing the Dewey system are unanimous in acknowledging that it more nearly approaches perfection than any other that has hitherto been devised. During my experience I can, without a moment's hesitation, say that no insurmountable or even serious difficulty has confronted me ; on the contrary, the more I become acquainted with the details and working of the principles laid down by Mr. Dewey, the more am I charmed with the comprehensiveness and with the simplicity of his system. There are two or three advantages the value of which it is impossible to over-estimate. Firstly, it gives facilities for bringing together the books upon particular subjects, and for grouping closely allied topics. Secondly, it enables additions to be worked into any division or sub-division without alteration of existing press-marks. Thirdly, where the principle is adopted, the work of pressmarking once done is done for ever. Should it become desirable to remove a whole subject from one part of a library to another, or into a new building, the removal can be made without the alteration of a single press-mark-an advantage which cannot be too strongly emphasised. The scheme of classification which we have in use at Sion College is, in principle, Mr. Dewey's, though, in adapting it to the requirements of our library, my working chief, the Rev. W. H. Milman, found it necessary to introduce certain modifications. He found it impossible to adhere to the sequence of subjects recommended by our American conjrtre,on account of the special character impressed upon our library from its foundationa character which made it inevitable that the first place in it should be assigned to Theology. In adjusting the scheme it was therefore necessary to recognise this fact, with the result that Theology occupies the first place instead of General Works ; the other divisions are arrranged in the following order :-History, Philosophy, Social Science, Natural Science, Useful Arts, Fine Arts, Philology, Literature, Bibliography, with Literary History-a sequence which it would not be difficult to justify as a logical one, were this the time so to do. In place of the digits o-9 used by Mr. Dewey, and retained by Mr. Jast, to indicate the principal divisions, we use the capital letters A-L; in making this modification, it was thought greater clearness would result, but I am inclined to think that the original notation is less confusing than the composite-looking pressmarks which our combination of letters and numerals presents. Whilst agreeing wiih Mr. Jast in his general appreciation of the Dewey system, I should have to differ fiom him in several of his details of application. His suggestions for the card catalogue leave something to be desired in point of clearness ; I quite agree with Mr. Burgoyne that the appearance of two distinct symbols on certain cards would have a tendency to mystify even the most intelligent reader. For my own part, I cannot see the necessity for repeating the order of classification in the catalogue. At Sion College, the system we have adopted in the compilation of our new card catalogue is a modification of the dictionary principle-that is to say, subject and author combined in one alphabet -and I can only say that hitherto it has worked without a hitch. I was sorry to hear Mr. Jast speak in such disparaging terms of Mr. Cutter's Author Tables. His suggestions may answer well enough so long as the library under his charge is limited to a few thousands of volumes ; if, on the other hand, he should ever have to grapple with a library of, say 100,000, he will find that the Cutter Tables are not such despicable things as he at present imagines them to be, and will be bound to confess that after all, like many others, he owes Mr. Cutter a debt of gratitude for his most ingenious and valuable device. The advantages of this, or any system of close classification, cannot be appreciated to their fullest extent unless there is associated with it free access to the shelves. In this connection, great praise is due to Mr. Jast for the courage be has displayed in introducing this most necessary reform at Peterborough, in the face of the bigoted opposition of many English librarians. Those who are loudest in their denunciations of this means of immeasurably enhancing the utility of the public library are individuals who have had absolutely no experience in the working of the system, and, consequently, are the last persons who should presume to express an opinion upon, much less a denunciation of, something they do not understand. One librarian has gone so far as to publish such false statements as " Free access is obsolete." The object of such misleading statements is obvious ; for the introduction of free access would, undoubtedly, mean death to the indicator. Experience leads me to say there can be little doubt that a comparatively small library-if carefully classed-which offers free access to its shelves, confers more practical good on a community, and gives greater satisfaction to readers, than a library three times its size in which access is prohibited. The advantages, not only to students, but to general readers, seem to me too obvious to need explanation. An eminent divine, in referring recently to our system at Sion College, said: " The advantage of the scheme lies in this. A student asks what books there are in the library upon a particular subject. He is taken, not to the catalogue, in which he sees certain scattered entries, but at once to the press which contains these books. He had expected to find one or two; he finds a score. He sees, not the titles in a catalogue, but the very books themselves. An inestimable aid ! " What is the result of free access to the shelves of the British Museum reading room, containing a collection of some 20,000 works ? Is it a failure ? Most emphatically, No! Losses, I am told, are comparatively rare ; and the withdrawal of the privilege would not only gTeatly curtail the usefulness of the library, but considerably increase the labour of the attendants. In the United States, at least one hundred libraries grant either partial or unrestricted access to their shelves, many more would have long since introduced this reform, but for the inadaptability of their present buildings to the arrangement. Access to shelves, undoubtedly, demands more space. Some of the American libraries have found it necessary, on account of limited space, to curtail the privilege by denying access to the fiction and juvenile sections. These report an increased percentage in the reading of books of the better class, and a corresponding decrease in the reading of fiction, as a result of allowing access to the shelves. And yet, English librarians, with few exceptions, tell us that free access is a mistake -a failure-is obsolete. The public are becoming tired of being fed with books through a hole in a wire fence, and not without just cause ; brute creatures are treated in this way, but the intelligent human being demands the right to select his own food, and seldom abuses the confidence reposed in him. How often have I found readers attracted by looking over a book, which they would never have thought of choosing from the catalogue. Free access, either partial or general, is one of the most necessary and inevitable reforms in our library economy, procrastinate as much as we like, and the sooner we awake to this fact the better.
Mr. GlLBURT: I admire the ingenuity of Mr. Melvil Dewey's classification scheme, and congratulate him on the efficient advocacy of it by Mr. Jast; but in applying this scientific classification to our work, <ve are brought face to face with the fac* that the books do not fit. While the progress of knowledge, particularly scientific knowledge, tends to break down all hard and fast divisions-each department merging into all the others by imperceptible gradation-this classification makes distinctions where none exist For example, in Dewey's scheme, Sociology, No. 380, is Commerce and Communication ; and Useful Arts, No. 650, is Communication and Commerce. With regard to the remark of my own quoted, it was a little bit of hyperbole, not exactly to be sworn to or taken too seriously.
Mr. CARTER (Kingston-on-Thames): I fear that the Dewey system is much too complicated for an open lending library. A great drawback to any system of exhaustive classification in, at least, the smaller libraries, is the want of a sufficient number of shelves ; for it is not advisable that a shelf should contain more than one sub-division. At the Kingston-onThames Public Library> the Quinn-Brown classification is working very satisfactorily ; it is simple in its details, and the borrowers appear to have little or no difficulty in finding the books they want, and in properly replacing those consulted. We never require to use such a bewildering string of symbols as given by Mr. Jast; HS a matter of fact, we rarely use more than three ; generally, two are sufficient, and these are mostly used by my assistant when shelving new volumes ; other members of the staff, and borrowers, never trouble themselves with anything more than shelf numbers. Mr. Jast has certainly not convinced me of the advisability of substituting " Dewey" for "Quinn-Brown."
Mr. ARCHIBALD CLARKE: Only to touch on a point or two in the Dewey system of classification that has come under my notice more especially, it is difficult to see how "Anatomy" and "Physiology" can, with correctness, be alone classed under " Useful Arts"-which is the case as a consequence of their being sub-divisions of " Medicine." I am aware that " Comparative Anatomy and " Physiology" are given a place under " Natural Science," but any special branch of anatomy, and most decidedly of physiology-human or otherwise-should be regarded as a science equally. Anatomy is much more science than art, and physiology science entirely. Professor Trail, it will be remembered, criticised the rigidity of the Dewey classification as regards " Biology" at some length at the Aberdeen (1893) Meeting of the Association.
Mr. QuiNN : I cannot help thinking that if Mr. Jast were not in a quiet cathedral city he would not be able to carry out the Dewey System to its fullest extent as he has done. The " Brown-Quinn " classification, which Mr. Jast had so much criticised, was the outcome of experience gained in working the Dewey System in its first principles only, and an attempt to formulate something to fit the ordinary requirements of public libraries worked on the Open Access System. In Mr. Brown's absence, I can say that the system of notation adopted was altogether Mr. Urownjs, and was based upon experience with open access. At any rate, the system has been tried at Kingston-on-Thamcs with satisfaction. It cannot be expected that readers will make themselves familiar with any involved system. A lady in Chelsea had been greatly puzzled to find a book on Cats in a catalogue on the Oewey plan, and eventually discovered it under " Useful Arts" ! Mr. INKSTER : I have much pleasure in supporting the vote of thanks to Mr. Jast for his very able and clear exposition of the Dewey System of classification, a system for which I feel more admiration the longer I study it I recommend those members who have not yet bestowed any close attention upon it to take an early opportunity of doing so, as I am convinced that they would find an acquaintance with the subject most valuable to them in many ways, whether they were able to introduce the classification into their respective libraries, or not.
Mr. JAST: I thank you very much for the very kind-the too kind -way in which you have received my paper. All the objections raised can be met, I believe, but I will confine myself now to noticing one or two which seem to specially need an answer. Mr. Gilburt made the extraordinary statement, that the tendency nowadays, in science and other departments of knowledge, was to do away with classification altogether. A statement like this is calculated' to take one's breath away, and Mr. Gilburt must have made it, I think, on the unflattering assumption that those present are sturdily ignorant of the trend of modern thought, which is surely not the case. The tendency cannot be to do away with systems of classification, because knowledge would be impossible without them, and, indeed, knowledge mainly consists of classification. The tendency is to refuse to accept any classification as final; but nobody dreams of postulating finality for the Dewey classification, which does not pretend to be scientific, but does claim to be a good working scheme for library use. Mr. Gilburt reminds me of the man whose politics were of a decidedly elemental character, being summed up in this one phrase-he was "agin the Government" It did not matter in the least which Government; he was impartially " agin " them alL Mr. Gilbert is " agin " all classification whatsoever ; but the librarian who is alive to the needs of the hour must classify. Mr. Pacy asks me if I think it necessary to write the first three letters of the author's name on the label, when the name is lettered on the back of the book. I do not think it absolutely necessary, but desirable for the sake of uniformity. One of the speakers referred to some criticism of the Dewey scheme advanced by Professor Trail at Aberdeen. I may say that I replied to some of Professor Trail's objections in the last paper I read to the Association, which was printed in THE LIBRARY, and to which I would refer that gentleman.
